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Abstract

Objective: To produce an essay from different perspectives on the budgetary debate in 
Brazil to articulate the field with issues involving the public budget and its social, political, 
institutional, academic implications, among others.
Method: In a constructivist perspective, researchers with different onto-epistemic bases 
developed reflections based on their previous theoretical and practical experiences. This 
material was articulated in two debates with the interested community, the first being held 
at the XVI Anpcont and the second mediated by the Management and Accountability 
Observatory (OGA/UFRJ). Based on these meetings, six perspectives on the budget 
debate were structured and proposed for the construction of a comprehensive discussion 
on the public budget in Brazil.
Results: The integration of different views allowed the production of a broad, plural 
and multiparadigm debate on issues that touch the public budget. Nevertheless, the 
theoretical, conceptual and methodological integration based on a collaborative process, 
as proposed in this essay, enables the construction of other meanings not only for the 
budget, but, above all, for the accounting in/of governments.
Contributions: We hope that this initiative will be recognized as comprehensive and 
conciliatory for the theoretical, conceptual and practical development of the government 
budget and public accounting, and that, based on this material, the community will find 
possibilities for integration, articulation and engagement for the advancement of the 
ongoing debate.
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Introduction

I n Brazil, several events reinforce the position of the public 
budget at the center of the social process in its various 

interfaces (political, economic, institutional, cultural, among 
others). Only in the post-constituent period (1988-current), 
multiple examples demarcate its dynamic and multifaceted 
role in society (Praça, 2015). Among the most emblematic 
are the budget dwarfs (1993-1994), the leeches scandal 
(2005-2006), the impeachment of former president Dilma 
Rousseff (2015-2016) and the constitutional amendment 
(EC) of spending cap (EC No. 95/2016).

More recently, there are countless cases of disputes 
between individuals and groups that aim to expand 
budgetary protagonism (Hartung et al., 2021), such as the 
ECs that deal with individual taxable budget amendments 
(EC No. 86/2015) and bench (EC No. 100/2019) (Conti, 
2022), the establishment of an informal budgeting model 
based on the rapporteur’s amendments (Faria, 2022) 
and the initiatives that cross the debate on balance, fiscal 
responsibility and the function of the budget in enabling/
limiting the provision of social services (Nascimento et al., 
2022).

These events mark the complexity of the public budget 
in modern social relations (Rubin, 2015) and demand 
the mobilization of theoretical, conceptual and 
methodological perspectives capable of advancing the 
contributions introduced by the field (Bartoluzzio et al., 
2023). To this end, the proposition of debates on the 
functions of the budget and its implications allow the 
generation of new meanings about this instrument, in 
addition to new conceptions about public accounting in/
of governments, recognizing it as capable of structuring 
and being affected by interactions on multiple levels 
(Carnegie et al., 2021; Carnegie, 2022).

Aiming to organize and promote this dialogue, the authors 
of this essay met to discuss with the interested community, 
proposing reflections and research opportunities 
on the public budget from different ontological and 
epistemological approaches, in addition to introducing 
the perception of other scholars/enthusiasts of the field.

For the construction of this polyphonic debate (Grossi et 
al., 2023), two meetings were organized. The first was 
a workshop at the XVI Anpcont Congress, in December 
2022, facilitated by the National Association of Graduate 
Programs in Accounting. The second was organized in 
April 2023 through the Management and Accountability 

Observatory (OGA)1, a research group dedicated 
to discussing issues related to public accounting and 
management, linked to the Graduate Program in 
Accounting Sciences at the Federal University of Rio de 
Janeiro (UFRJ).

The first meeting was held in person for the participants 
of the mentioned event, in Foz do Iguaçu (Paraná). The 
second one took place remotely, open to the participation 
of anyone interested in discussing an introductory version 
of this text. Before each event, preliminary conversations 
and stimulating questions were circulated among the 
researchers, so the product of this initiative highlights 
its collaborative potential, as well as the importance of 
the community in proposing avenues of research and 
expanding the group's reflective capacity. We emphasize 
that both stages were important to introduce the 
perspectives of the other interested parties/participants 
in the discussions, which allowed the expansion of the 
debates organized under the mediation of Prof. Fernanda 
Filgueiras Sauerbronn from the initial conception of the 
project.

The group is made up of Brazilian researchers 
(practitioners and former practitioners still involved in 
extension projects) in the fields of accounting and public 
administration, of which 4 are doctors between 8 and 
15 years, under the necessarily restless leadership of a 
doctoral student engaged in the study of budget issues. 
Our epistemic-methodological trajectories are linked to 
both functionalist and interpretive and critical studies, as 
well as quantitative and qualitative approaches, always 
focused on understanding the impacts of management 
and accounting on society through government actions 
and policies, in interaction with other social actors.

For us, “modern” perspectives are those in which the 
“function” of accounting is restricted to technical and 
normative possibilities, aimed at maintaining the status 
quo of a social system, without problematizing power 
dynamics and political action (Lynch & Cruise, 2006). By 
understanding accounting as an applied social science, 
intertwined with State-Society relations, we conceive 
of budgetary processes operating as a technique and 
language that sustain power relations, a political economy 
of dispute over resources/appropriation of wealth and, 
consequently, control of bodies and minds.

We understand that a technicist view of budgetary 
dynamics is particularly problematic in the context of 

1 Link to the panel organized by OGA: https://www.youtube.
com/watch?v=hOQwHD66HrQ&t=246s.
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public accounting, since this is the aspect of accounting 
closest to power struggles, whose “modern” processes 
and mechanisms demean accounting itself and prevent its 
potential for contributing to social transformation. Faced 
with this challenge, we took as inspiration a postmodern 
reading in opposition to the rationalists and economists 
(Frederickson et al., 2012).

In addition, the essay is structured in six complementary 
perspectives for the construction of a comprehensive 
discussion on the public budget in Brazil, namely: (1) 
political aspects, (2) budgetary reforms, (3) fiscal aspects, 
(4) public policies, (5) transparency and social control and 
(6) control and its institutions. It is, therefore, an ambitious 
proposal: to reflect on new themes, old theories and 
potential dimensions in a common research agenda. 
We understand that the polyphonic debate proposed 
and developed here is based on the shared vision that 
it is necessary to problematize modern budget dynamics 
(not to be confused with contemporary ones) to allow the 
recognition of multiple visions that expand the character 
and scope of public accounting, strengthening the link 
between real concerns and alternative study perspectives.

Perspectives on the “Modern” 
Budget in Brazil and its 
Implications for Accounting
The topics that make up the essay are organized based on 
the aforementioned dimensions. They served as a guide 
for the discussions held at the XVI Anpcont Congress 
and in the panel promoted by the OGA. In addition, 
we recognize the possibility of articulating different 
perspectives so that material topics of budgetary dynamics 
in the Brazilian context are explored, thus stimulating 
contrast, confrontation and questioning by the field.

Figure 1. Dimensions of the budgetary debate articulated 
in this essay.

Political Aspects – Alann Inaldo 
Silva de Sá Bartoluzzio (UFRJ)
In order to understand budgetary dynamics from a political 
perspective, it is important to recognize the budget as 
a socially positioned accounting instrument, devoid of 
neutrality (Bartoluzzio et al., 2023) and that reflects different 
manifestations depending on the context of preparation, 
execution and evaluation (Carnegie et al., 2021). As an 
instrument that directs limited resources among infinite 
allocation alternatives (Conti, 2022), its analysis allows 
understanding/questioning the preferences that prevail in 
its formulation (Wildavsky, 1961).

Greater attention should be directed to the conflicts that 
are established in order to obtain budget allocations, in 
addition to the analysis of how agents develop strategies to 
preserve and/or expand them between years (Wildavsky, 
1964). Bargaining relationships also emerge from these 
disputes and it is up to researchers to explore the role of 
actors and collectivities (public officials, political parties 
and organized groups) in micro and macro decisions, as 
well as in the positions of power they occupy/dispute in 
the political arena (Wildavsky & Caiden, 1997).

As a socially positioned instrument, the budget is also 
affected by political agreements, relative shares, and 
environmental constraints (LeLoup, 1988, 2002; Rubin, 
1990). It must be recognized as a public – open – 
process, politicized and transversal to the institutions, 
so that the analyses accommodate aspects such as 
political leadership, social conflicts and inter-institutional 
agreements (Bozeman & Straussman, 1982; Rubin, 
1988). Thus, interest groups, political parties, influential 
agents and society have potential influence on budget 
preparation and resource distribution (LeLoup, 1988).

At the macro level, attention turns to disputes aimed at 
obtaining budgetary leadership (LeLoup, 2002; Rubin, 
2015). Power dynamics, understood here as the autonomy 
to decide on the allocation of resources (Rubin, 1997), 
are promising possibilities for studies in this perspective. 
It is understood that the institutions (formal or informal) 
that act (directly or indirectly) in budget processes seek 
to develop mechanisms that expand their allocation 
capacity, so that budget preparation accommodates a 
series of conflicts that vary depending on the context, the 
level of government and sociopolitical processes (Praça, 
2011, 2015; Santos & Gasparini, 2020).

Brazil presents a promising environment for the production 
of research from a political perspective. In addition to 
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uniting presidentialism and multipartyism (Power, 2015; 
Bertholini & Pereira, 2017), it also accommodates 
bicameralism and proportional representation 
(Abranches, 1988). These specificities make it difficult 
to form coalitions – often contradictory (Limongi, 2019; 
Abranches, 2021) –, in addition to favoring clientelism 
and low electoral accountability (Baião et al., 2018).

Added to this are the powers attributed to the Executive 
Power in the Federal Constitution of 1988 (CF/1988), such 
as agenda power, autonomy to edit provisional measures, 
request urgency in the processing of projects and the 
prerogative to initiate budgetary matters (Raile et al., 2011; 
Chaisty et al., 2012). Regarding the budget, the stages of 
participation of the Executive and Legislative branches in 
the budgetary cycle were delimited in CF/1988, attributing 
to the former responsibility for its preparation and execution 
and to the latter approval and control (Giacomoni, 2021).

Since the budget law is an authoritative instrument (Menezes 
& Pederiva, 2015; Santos, 2016), since the decisions on its 
execution are a discretionary attribution of the Executive, 
which can adopt heterogeneous criteria to execute them 
(or contingency them), there were several cases of budget 
disputes aimed at reorganizing the autonomy over the 
execution of appropriations between the Executive and the 
Legislative Powers (Greggianin & Silva, 2015; Santos & 
Gasparini, 2020; Graton et al., 2020).

Two formal changes are related to the cases of 
Constitutional Amendments (EC) that deal with individual 
imposition amendments (EC No. 86/2015) and bench 
amendments (EC No. 100/2019) (Hartung et al., 2021). 
It should be noted that these disputes may also result in 
non-formal changes (non-regulated) in budget preparation 
and execution, such as the rapporteur's amendments (RP-
9). These stem from informal agreements between the 
Executive and the Legislative on the allocation of resources, 
expanding the autonomy of the latter (Faria, 2022, 2023).

Possibilities for investigations extend to participations that 
aim to influence resource allocation decisions even at the 
stage of preparing the budget piece, when interest groups 
act so that their priorities are represented in the budget. 
Such analyses can even be extended to the execution phase. 
Some recent cases stand out, such as the influence of the 
business community on decisions to allocate resources in 
the Federal budget (Portal G1, 2022; Portal Terra, 2023) 
and the influence of religious leaders in specific portfolios, 
such as education (Portal O Globo, 2022).

Still from the political perspective, it is necessary that 

the concepts mobilized by public accounting are 
problematized, such as fiscal balance, fiscal austerity, 
planning and budgetary control. Understanding that 
these can be used to accommodate political interests, 
the analyses must be densely contextualized, so that the 
budget is not disconnected from the environment in which 
it is prepared. Therefore, it is recommended to analyze 
how the political scenario creates different values on these 
concepts and how these can be made more flexible based 
on material cases (LeLoup, 2002; Rubin, 2015).

Some examples are the impeachment of former President 
Dilma Rousseff, motivated by budget arguments 
(Nascimento et al., 2022). Added to this are the new 
regime for payment of precatory (EC No. 113/2021), the 
amendment to the spending ceiling (EC No. 95/2016), 
which instituted a new fiscal regime in the transitory 
constitutional provisions, and the debate involving limits 
for government spending and the inclusion of social 
spending in the federal budget (EC No. 126/2022).

Furthermore, it is necessary to recognize that the challenges 
involving this perspective, especially for researchers, are 
related to the construction of a theoretical apparatus that 
recognizes the budget, and public accounting, as non-
neutral human instruments, socially situated and that, in 
addition to suffering influence of contexts, they also have 
the ability to structure and organize complex, dynamic 
and multifaceted social relationships (Carnegie, 2022). 
Budgets cannot be limited to a document that forecasts a 
set of revenues and delimits expenditures for a fiscal year 
at the corresponding level, as if allocation decisions were 
based exclusively on formal efficiency criteria to maximize 
the provision of public goods and services.

Budgets accommodate a political dimension, socially 
constructed, and reflect conflicts that are established 
with a view to obtaining the resources provided for in 
them. It is by recognizing and respecting its complexity, 
using challenging analytical and methodological 
perspectives to analyze it (Bartoluzzio et al., 2023), that 
significant contributions can be generated for the field, 
for practitioners and for society, which is directly affected 
by the goods, services and public policies defined therein.

Budget Reforms – Alann Inaldo 
Silva de Sá Bartoluzzio (UFRJ)
From the understanding that the context affects the way 
the budget is conceived and the role it plays in society, 
budgetary reforms are a possibility to understand how 
forces are mobilized in order to change the operating 
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budgeting logic (Rubin, 1990). In a country like Brazil, 
where the phases of the budget cycle and the role of 
institutions are objectively defined, the reforms help to 
understand how power relations (and their alteration) 
between actors (at the individual level) and collectivities 
(at a social level) are capable of deforming, confronting 
or circumventing the boundaries defined for each of these 
stages (budget preparation, approval, execution and 
control).

The role of the Executive and the Legislative in the 
budgetary cycle are formally defined by CF/1988. It is up 
to the former to prepare the budget proposal and execute 
the approved budget, while the latter is responsible for its 
approval and control (Giacomoni, 2021). In this cycle, the 
Executive is responsible for executing the budget, which has 
the autonomy to prepare disbursement schedules, define 
the allocations that will be prioritized and the resources 
that should be controlled due to financial insufficiency 
(Lochagin, 2016).

As the survival of the Legislative is a reflection of its ability 
to transform economic capital into political capital, which 
occurs through the allocation of budget amendments to 
meet regionalized demands in its electoral stronghold 
(Braga & Guimarães, 2015), disputes are established 
with a view to proposing reforms to how the budget is 
formulated and executed. In this scenario, the proposal 
of individual and bench-top imposing parliamentary 
amendments (EC No. 86/2015 and No. 100/2019) 
are examples of reforms that reorganized the relative 
participation in the stages of elaboration and execution 
of the Union budget. Now, the Legislative has autonomy 
in defining, reserving and protecting 2.2% of Current 
Net Revenue (RCL) for the submission of amendments 
that must be enforced, regardless of the interests of the 
Executive (Greggianin & Silva, 2015; Santos & Gasparini, 
2020).

More recently, there was an attempt to amend the Federal 
Budget Guidelines Law (LDO) of 2022 to also make the 
Rapporteur's Amendments (RP-9) taxable in amounts 
equivalent to the total of individual amendments (RP-6) 
plus those from the bench (RP-7) (Senado Federal, 2022). 
If approved, the Legislative Power would add 4.4% of the 
RCL in amendments subject to enforcement, which would 
increase not only the amount of resources to be directed 
to the electoral bases, but also the strengthening of 
power relations between parties and congressmen, in the 
case of rapporteur amendments, in the Legislative itself. 
The impact of this reform is even more significant when 
considering the rigidity of the Federal budget with non-

contingent mandatory spending, which limits the capacity 
for discretionary allocation of resources for investments 
(Figueiredo & Limongi, 2008).

The proposition of budgetary systems that increase the 
participation of society are also examples of reforms 
that (re)think the role and importance of the budget of/
in governments. The implementation of participatory 
budgets that incorporate citizens' expectations about the 
allocation, execution and control of resources are cases 
in which the limits of the budget itself are reassessed, 
advancing discussions on the role of society in government 
planning (Azevedo et al., 2022a, 2022b).

At the subnational level, the approximation of councilors/
deputies to society for the preparation and proposal of 
amendments to the budget bill (PLOA) are also informal 
models of reforms that bring together social groups 
historically alien to discussions involving the budget, 
altering their operation logic. It is opportune to develop 
investigations aimed at understanding how these logics 
are applied in practice, which includes an assessment of 
perceived social benefits and observed difficulties. This 
is an opportunity to assign alternative meanings to the 
operating budgeting logic, which may vary depending on 
political, institutional and social characteristics, nuances 
that can be explored.

It is noteworthy that the challenges in analyzing the 
reforms involve contextualizing the explored dynamics, 
indicating how these were possible in a particular socio-
political scenario. Therefore, it is fundamental that 
public accounting is recognized as a social element 
that accommodates and reflects diverse and conflicting 
manifestations, depriving it of objectivity and impartiality. 
Researchers must also understand that reform attempts 
are multiple and occur at different stages of the budget 
cycle concurrently. The complexity of the relative 
participations and the politically generated demands 
result in the mobilization of forces that aim to promote 
alterations on the budget (Rubin, 1990). It is by reflecting 
on this dynamism that theoretical and methodological 
alternatives can be proposed to analyze it.

Fiscal Aspects – Cláudia Ferreira 
da Cruz (UFRJ)
Several empirical studies have indicated that budgetary 
institutions have an impact on fiscal outcomes (Hagen 
& Vabo, 2005). In the context of recent changes in the 
Brazilian budgetary dynamics, initiated within the scope 
of the federal budget, we can highlight a series of 
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implications of a fiscal nature. Indicators and fiscal limits 
were designed in a context of “organic” restructuring of 
public finances, from the perspective of responsible fiscal 
management (Cruz & Afonso, 2018).

Fiscal Responsibility is a term that has been used to refer 
to the prudence of governments in limiting spending and 
managing the public debt at reasonable levels, but it also 
refers to the measures and processes of governments in 
managing fiscal affairs. Such processes pass through the 
budget cycle and are affected by its dynamics. In Brazil, 
the Fiscal Responsibility Law (LRF) (Brasil, 2000) provides 
that planned and transparent action and efficient control 
mechanisms are necessary conditions for achieving 
balance in public accounts.

Although efforts to define the fiscal framework based 
on the LRF have shown flaws and limitations (Araújo & 
Loureiro, 2005; Azevedo et al., 2019), the changes 
made in CF/1988 (Brasil, 1988) to accommodate the 
approval and the authoritative execution of parliamentary 
amendments to the budget bill imply a certain break in 
the organicity of efforts in the pursuit of responsible fiscal 
management.

Not only the legal instruments, but also the academic 
texts on fiscal responsibility make reference to the fact 
that the achievement of goals and limits is conditioned 
to the existence of a management and control system 
that ensures the prevention of risks and the correction 
of deviations that may affect the entity's fiscal balance 
(Araújo & Loureiro, 2005). This management and control 
system is intrinsically related to the budget process, which 
encompasses the collection and allocation of resources.

The fiscal implications of changes in budgetary dynamics 
tend to start with the formation of the Net Current Revenue 
(RCL) base, as defined in the LRF, art. 2nd, IV (Brasil, 
2000). According to the Fiscal Statement Manual (MDF) 
(Brasil, 2022), the main objective of the RCL is to serve as 
a parameter for calculating the amount of the contingency 
reserve and for the limits of total personnel expenses, net 
consolidated debt, credit operations, debt service, credit 
operations in anticipation of budget revenue, guarantees 
from the Federation entity and expenses with public-
private partnership contracts.

More recently, the RCL has been adopted as a parameter, 
including for the amount to be appropriated in the budget 
as mandatory parliamentary amendments. However, 
currently, the RCL is used not only as a parameter for fiscal 
indicators, but for several other analyses. We can say that 

the RCL “fell in favor” of public finance analysts, who 
take it as a reference for growth and collection efficiency 
throughout the budget cycle.

Conceptually, the RCL is the sum of tax revenues, 
contributions, property, industrial, agricultural, services, 
current transfers and other current revenues, deducting 
revenues linked to specific purposes (LRF, art. 2nd, IV). 
Deductions are also specified in the text of the LRF for the 
Union, States and Municipalities.

Amendments to the constitutional text regarding the 
approval and enforcement of parliamentary amendments 
to the budget bill were carried out by ECs No. 86/2015, 
No. 100/2019, No. 105/2019 and No. 126/2022. Due 
to the set of amendments, the constitutional text (Brasil, 
1988) provides that the imposing individual amendments 
presented to the budget bill may allocate resources to 
States, the Federal District and Municipalities through 
special transfers or transfers with a defined purpose (CF/ 
1988, Article 166-A).

Resources originating from both types of transfer will not 
be included in the revenue of the beneficiary federated 
entity (States or Municipalities) for purposes of sharing 
and for calculating the limits of personnel expenses and 
the entity's indebtedness. In addition, resources cannot 
be allocated for the payment of personnel expenses and 
social charges related to active and inactive civil servants, 
pensioners, or charges related to debt service (CF/1988, 
Art. 166-A).

Resources sent through the special transfer modality have 
greater application autonomy on the part of the receiving 
entity. In this modality, the resources will belong to the 
federal entity in the act of the effective financial transfer, 
being transferred directly, regardless of the conclusion of 
an agreement or similar instrument and must be applied 
in finalistic programs of the areas of competence of the 
Executive Branch of the beneficiary entity (CF/1988, Article 
166-A, § 2). Added to this is the need to apply at least 
70% of the resources transferred to capital expenditures.

In turn, resources sent through the transfer modality with 
a defined purpose have less autonomy in management 
and application, since the resources will be linked to 
the programming established in the parliamentary 
amendment and applied in the areas of constitutional 
competence of the Union (CF/1988, Article 166-A, § 4).

As the resources transferred from taxable parliamentary 
amendments become part of the current revenue of 
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the receiving entities, it was necessary to eliminate such 
resources from the RCL calculation base for the purposes 
of monitoring and controlling total expenditure on 
personnel and indebtedness, introducing the concept of 
revenue adjusted net current.

The calculation of the RCL is shown bimonthly in the 
Summary Report of Budget Execution, as defined in the 
LRF. The elimination, in the calculation of the RCL, of the 
amounts received by the entities resulting from imposing 
parliamentary amendments occurs in the annexes related 
to the total expenditure with personnel and indebtedness 
that make up the Fiscal Management Report (RGF). As 
a result, normative insecurity is generated regarding 
the bases for fiscal controls and analyses related to the 
collection performance of federal entities.

A perspective that should be considered as potentially 
affected by the dynamics of transfers of federal resources 
through the imposing parliamentary amendments is the 
maintenance of the spending ceiling, resulting from the 
fiscal regime established by EC No. 95/2016. Although 
the adoption of a new fiscal framework in the country 
is under discussion, the proposals are based on similar 
mechanisms and depend on the control of public spending 
to ensure fiscal balance. The control of public expenses is 
affected by the appropriation of a significant part of the 
federal budget for allocation by the Legislative Power and 
negatively pressures the objectives and targets contained 
in the Union's planning instruments.

Public Policies – Cláudia Ferreira 
da Cruz (UFRJ)
In the midst of changes in the conception and scope of the 
role of the State, the budget came to be conceived as an 
instrument of administration, which materializes mainly 
through the definition of programs and performance 
targets. From this perspective, planning and budgeting 
constitute processes in which objectives and resources 
are considered, and their interrelationships with a view 
to obtaining a consistent and comprehensive action 
program for the government. In the Brazilian case, the 
constitutional text has planning instruments that include 
the definition of guidelines, objectives, goals and priorities 
that precede the preparation of the budget itself.

In the dynamics of planning and budgeting processes, the 
federal government formulates public policies and plans 
actions based on information and diagnoses of situations 
and demands of society. Considering that the initial basis 
of action planning is estimated revenue, when part of the 

revenue forecast by the government (Executive Branch) 
is appropriated for allocations that tend to have a lower 
degree of planning, it tends to have a loss in quality and 
volume of the public policies offered.

From the approval of EC No. 126, of 2022, the amount 
of federal budget revenue appropriated as imposing 
parliamentary amendments (individual and bench) 
reached 3% of the RCL, which has generated a volume of 
resources that exceeds R$ 30 billion.

An aggravating factor of this finding is the level of 
commitment of the public budget to mandatory expenses, 
such as payroll and pensions, which exceed 90% of 
the entire federal budget. The discretionary margin is 
small and in the federal budget it has been around 7% 
(Hartung et al., 2022). For the 2023 fiscal year, these tax 
amendments represent about a third of the entire volume 
of resources invested in discretionary expenses.

This dynamic of appropriation of a significant part of 
the federal government's discretionary budget by the 
Legislative Power has the potential to generate implications 
for the provision of actions and public services under 
the competence of the Union. With that, the imposing 
execution of parliamentary amendments has the potential 
to be a way of reducing the discretionary margin.

It is necessary to assess the magnitude of the impact of 
this appropriation of the federal government's capacity 
to define its costs in the fulfillment of its competences as 
a public entity, under penalty of having public policies 
that are more unstructured and prioritized based on 
clientelistic and disproportionate criteria.

Both control bodies and press vehicles have reported 
cases of irregular or unjustified use of public resources in 
places of reduced need and actions that are not relevant 
(Hartung et al., 2022; Timm, 2023; Piola & Vieira, 2019). 
Even in a scenario of resource scarcity manifested by 
all levels of government, the Federal Legislative Power 
was successful in appropriating part of the Union's 
discretionary budget (Mendes, 2022) to allocate resources 
in actions that did not go through an adequate process of 
diagnosis that aims to fulfill the state's objectives and its 
legal competences.

We believe it is relevant to consider that transfers of 
resources from imposing parliamentary amendments 
have implications for the monitoring and control of the 
minimum application of resources in public policies in the 
areas of health (public health actions and services) and 
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education (maintenance and development of teaching), 
provided for in the constitutional text (Piola & Vieira, 
2019).

Although there are regulations that define criteria for 
monitoring and controlling the constitutional minimums 
in health and education, transfers of resources through 
parliamentary amendments of imposing execution are 
added to the list of other revenues collected by entities and, 
potentially, part of these obligations of subnational entities 
can be financed with resources from the federal budget, 
without a careful evaluation of the consequences of such 
operations. Piola and Vieira (2019) found dysfunctions 
and inequalities in the provision of health services, which 
should be carefully investigated in future studies.

It is also important to consider that there are specific 
implications for the recipient entities of the resources of 
the imposing parliamentary amendments. The federated 
entities receive transfers of resources, the application of 
which was not subject to prior and adequate planning by 
the entity and runs the risk of unnecessary and inefficient 
application of resources, which do not meet the highest 
priority demands of the population. There are small 
municipalities that have received a large volume of 
resources that "boost" their budgets (because they are 
electoral strongholds of parliamentarians – deputies 
and senators – with a strong reputation in the National 
Congress) and do not have an adequate technical 
structure for the application of these resources.

Both the resources transferred in the form of special 
transfers and transfers with a defined purpose can generate 
dysfunctions in their application due to the absence of a 
prior diagnosis for the formulation and execution of public 
policies, but as in the former type there is a greater level of 
allocation autonomy, it is considered more relevant is the 
monitoring of this type of transfer by the control bodies.

Accounting information is an important factor in the 
process of controlling the budget, assets and public 
finances. In the context of public sector entities, the purpose 
of preparing and disclosing accounting information is 
to provide information for accountability and decision-
making purposes.

From the perspective of resource transfers through 
imposing parliamentary amendments, it is necessary to 
analyze whether the accounting applied to the public 
sector has adequately fulfilled its inalienable commitment 
of disclosing the patrimonial and budgetary situation in 
the context of the movements that have occurred in this 

field.

To face this inalienable commitment, the accounting 
applied to the public sector must go beyond “accounting” 
for these transactions in the light of legally defined terms, 
but generate and show information that reliably and 
transparently reveals how public resources have been 
allocated in the provision of quality public services.

Transparency and Social Control 
– Lidiane Nazaré da Silva Dias 
(UFPA)
A starting point for reflecting on modern budgetary 
dynamics in the public sector and its implications for 
accounting in terms of transparency and social control can 
be the connection of the theme to the current dynamics of 
society, using an interdisciplinary lens focused on the field 
that is capable of questioning the assumptions made in 
the research.

Studies on transparency and social control show 
controversial results in the literature, even with regard to 
the relationship with corruption (Cucciniello et al., 2017). 
A greater amount of information disclosed does not 
necessarily represent greater transparency and/or social 
control, as there are pressures related to the disclosure 
of this information, which are sometimes disregarded 
in studies (Precinotto et al., 2022), which may tend to 
superficiality, simplifying reality from results obtained and 
analyzed in a decontextualized way (Etzioni, 2014).

This interdisciplinary movement reflects initiatives that 
would need, above all, to approach political science 
and budget discussion in the line of public finance, for 
example. Researching these topics requires understanding 
budget mechanisms and in-depth knowledge of what 
public budgeting is, going beyond public accounting in 
its normative sense.

It is necessary to analyze all the aspects linked to the 
elaboration of the budget proposal, from the proposal 
to the implementation, covering its nuances, such as the 
expectation of reform in the Legislative, the agreements 
reached and the level of participation of the National 
Congress in the stage of preparation of the proposal 
by the Executive. Therefore, it is imperative to get out 
of superficiality and go into more detail about how the 
budget works in reality and its micro practices.

Additionally, it is necessary to reflect on the assumptions 
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made in the area. Assuming that transparency by itself 
promotes social control, which enables people to control 
government actions and monitor the progress of public 
management is perhaps not something that represents 
reality (Etzioni, 2014; Parvin, 2018; Oliveira, 2020), since 
most people do not have the training and availability 
to carry out this type of analysis (Kahneman, 2011; 
Bartoluzzio, Anjos et al., 2019).

When talking about social control, first, it is necessary to 
know who does social control. Is it a non-governmental 
organization seeking data, working with this data and 
then applying pressure? Or if it is a social control by the 
media, then we need to understand how this media is 
organized in terms of supporting or not the government, 
what advertising interests does this media have, what is 
the political agenda of the media's editorial line? With 
this information, it is suggested to try to understand how 
it really happens, talk to the people involved, what they 
understand by social control, what kind of information 
they need and what social control mechanisms they use. 
There is a growing discussion about the relationship 
between theory and practice of social participation that 
needs to be studied (Parvin, 2018) and we need to bring 
these guidelines into the discussion in accounting.

Another aspect that needs to be deepened in the modern 
discussion of budgetary dynamics regarding the issue of 
transparency and social control is the so-called hashtag 
activism (or online activism or armchair auditors) (Ferry 
& Eckersley, 2014). How much is social media control, or 
hashtag activism, contributing to the budget discussion? 
How does that happen? In the accountability literature, 
there is a discussion of dialogic accountability (Fonseca 
et al., 2022). This literature shows that social media are 
generating some effect, but what is this effect and how does 
it happen? On the other hand, there are already studies 
in technology, information science and society magazines 
discussing the dynamics of social media and what are the 
impacts on engagement. Accounting literature needs to 
connect to these literatures as well.

The concept of accountability can be expanded outside 
the discussion of horizontal and vertical accountability, 
which do not lose their relevance, but today there are 
other pressure mechanisms in society that appear to be 
more effective and timely (see the case of dismissal and 
arrest of an agent public for corruption in China from 
denunciation and mobilization via Weibo, the Chinese 
equivalent of Twitter) (Ferry & Eckersley, 2014).

In this discussion, we also have the issue of society's 

superficiality, and this is associated with the assumption 
that people read information and use balance sheets to 
carry out social control. What we currently observe is that 
the messages are short, the information summarized, the 
interpretations are momentary and instantaneous and the 
judgment is placed with this (lack of) basis.

This superficiality also drives these new social media 
accountability forums. A quick, superficial judgment, 
but one that connects people on certain topics, which 
also generates another strand of studies related to 
engagement. Why do people engage in certain topics 
and not others? Why doesn't the secret budget generate 
social outrage but other issues do?

In summary, to better understand this phenomenon, 
we need to know society better, and perhaps assume 
less, using methodologies that focus attention on the 
field, seeking to capture the contemporary. Research 
on transparency and social control linked to modern 
budgetary dynamics needs to talk to agencies, to people. 
It is necessary to know more in depth to be able to move 
forward.

Control and its Institutions – 
Josedilton Alves Diniz (UFPB)
The perspective of the effectiveness of public budgets, 
according to Feld and Matsusaka (2003), permeates 
a basic question in political economy: do governments 
define their budgets in line with the resources and needs 
of the population? In a world restricted to the average 
voter, the answer would be yes, however, the budget, 
as already seen, is a political decision-making process 
about the allocation of scarce public resources and, in this 
context, managers, legislators and bureaucrats take their 
decisions motivated by their own interests and seek to 
maximize their utility or personal well-being (Bartoluzzio 
& Anjos, 2020).

In a democratic regime, it is important to have systems 
of checks and balances to ensure that power is exercised 
in a fair, transparent manner and in accordance with the 
will of the people. In this scope, specific and independent 
functions that control each other must be attributed to 
powers (Clegg, 1989).

Thus, it appears that each institution is created and 
endowed with specific attributions and these activities are 
under the constitutional mantle of the exercise of control 
and can be exercised internally, by internal control, and 
externally, by technical bodies of external control. These 
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institutions and others that exercise control functions 
are important to ensure transparency, effectiveness and 
responsibility in the actions of individuals and institutions, 
contributing to the strengthening of democracy and the 
sustainable development of society.

Within the scope of this work, emphasis is placed on 
budgeting and budgetary control, which involve the 
establishment of goals by an organization's management 
and the design of a process that serves as a structure 
within which an organization effectively articulates 
planned global activities. Budgetary control, in turn, refers 
to tracking and monitoring the organization's expenses 
and revenues to ensure that they are within the established 
budget.

The Brazilian budget control system is sui generis. If, on 
the one hand, there is the LRF, which establishes budgetary 
rules that guarantee balanced planning and budgeting, 
there are always interpretative devices that try to make the 
execution rules more flexible, allowing expenses to exceed 
revenues without immediate consequences. In this way, in 
addition to the interpretative rules, the entity does not have 
strict control over its expenses, as it knows that it can count 
on the Legislative in the flexibility of budgetary rules, as 
well as it can obtain financial aid from superior entities.

It can be inferred that, in Brazil, the perspectives of 
interpretation and application of norms are difficult 
(Nunes et al., 2019). According to Azevedo and Lino 
(2018) and Bartoluzzio, Coelho et al. (2019), there are 
possibilities that arise in the application of the standards, 
which leads to problematic behavior due to the lack of 
alignment between the independent audit bodies, known 
as Courts of Accounts (TCs), and the National Treasury 
Secretariat (STN), responsible for issuing norms for the 
consolidation of public accounts. Although these actors 
play important roles in guaranteeing the legitimacy of the 
financial system, the lack of synchrony between them has 
generated dubious interpretations of the norms and an 
administrative burden for local authorities (Louzano et al., 
2018).

In this sense, compliance with the rules has been affected 
by politicians' adherence to flexible interpretations and the 
practice of "creative accounting" to meet the budget limits 
established by the LRF (Belote, 2022). This situation leads 
the actors to be responsible for following the norms, in 
the view of the TCs, which are not always aligned with 
responsible management, creating a consensus that it is 
possible to disrespect them and act outside the rules, since 
this is the dominant interpretation.

On the other hand, flexibility in budget control rules, for 
exceptional reasons, or in times of crisis, is acceptable, 
and occasional relaxation in time is feasible, as happened 
during the COVID-19 pandemic. However, as stated by 
Alesina and Perotti (1999), in advance, managers realize 
that there are implications, since closed rules or budget 
rigidity make changes and approvals difficult quickly. 
Thus, within this view, managers prefer more flexibility 
and budget maximization to implement projects and 
activities adhering to their governmental expectations, to 
the detriment of the possibility of later changes.

The Brazilian budget dynamics is complex, which gives 
rise to difficulties in the control institutions, which are 
faced with a real objective technical challenge. Thus, the 
institutions of control encounter setbacks brought about 
by a multiparty model, in a presidential dynamic that is 
sustained by coalitions in which agreements and disputes 
are the protagonists, factors that do not always sublimate 
public interests and permeate the perspective of a budget 
allures the expectations of society.

The design of the budget in Brazil, beyond the period 
of 1988, accommodates disputes over the interests of 
budget planners in their eagerness to guarantee power, 
which often define confusing and generic rules of control 
and application, challenging the institutions of control 
in the exercise of a effective technical control of budget 
items, which is not established in clear rules for evaluating 
and monitoring the execution of government programs 
and projects.

In turn, budgetary control institutions have anchored their 
analysis based on the execution of the means law, making 
their greatest efforts in the implementation of control with 
less emphasis on revenue and with emphasis on the 
formal aspects of expenditures. This is not just the view 
of control, but what the academy and budget textbooks 
bring. Eminently technical aspects have been discussed in 
the academy about what the budget is (PPA, LDO and LOA) 
and its normative formalities, such as the presentation and 
dissemination of budget information, without entering 
into the discussion that involves the political, social and 
economic process, and the institutional processes of the 
dynamics involved.

It cannot be denied that power relations are present within 
all institutions (Clegg, 1989). Thus, the actors involved in 
the budgetary process are composed of interest groups 
that interact in the search for power and influence, which 
requires control bodies to implement their own techniques 
and methodologies to evaluate the application of public 
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resources, and that even with this bargain and lobbying in 
defense of power, control institutions must be equipped to 
act and fulfill their duty with independence and impartiality 
in the execution of their activities.

Advances in this line of research should focus not only on 
the search for relationships that find the tensions between 
budgetary variables and those that underlie them. Profitable 
research should advance in the search for the reasons for 
these tensions within a causal relationship. Despite these 
factors, one should shed light on budgetary accounting 
practices, assessing whether it achieves its objectives in 
the processes of transparency and accountability and in 
the exercise of social control.

Final Comments
From a collaborative perspective with a focus on reflexivity, 
this essay was developed with the aim of uniting different 
perspectives on the budgetary debate in Brazil. Based on 
the polyphonic discussion promoted here, we expect the 
articulation of the field with issues involving the public 
budget in its various dimensions. The meeting held at 
the XVI Anpcont and the panel held with the support of 
the Management and Accountability Observatory (OGA/
UFRJ) were important initiatives for placing the budget at 
the center of the social process, in addition to enabling the 
proposition of investigations for the field, recognizing the 
complexity and multivocality of the ongoing debate.

In total, six perspectives were presented. In the political 
aspect, we highlight the possibility of assessing the 
conflicts, strategies and bargaining relationships that 
aim at budgetary leadership, especially those related 
to power struggles. These dynamics also permeate the 
budgetary reforms, which makes it possible to investigate 
the relative participation and the role of the actors who 
articulate with a view to changing the budget process. 
These relationships involve mechanisms that undermine 
the entities' fiscal management, in addition to hindering 
transparency and control by formal institutions (internal 
and external control) and by society (social control).

Thus, we encourage the articulation of the perspectives 
discussed throughout this essay from interdisciplinary 
lenses that question the assumptions made by studies 
in the field. In addition, the introduction of alternative 
theoretical, conceptual and methodological perspectives, 
especially those that bring the researcher closer to praxis, 
is a way for the conflicts, disputes and power relations 
that permeate budgetary processes, their institutions 
and relative participation to be analyzed, bringing to 

the surface interactions, forms of organization and 
articulation that remain hidden by the technicist and 
objectivist view attributed to accounting and the budget 
of/in governments.

The discussions promoted by the authors of this essay and 
the topics arising from this debate emphasize the urgency 
in the resumption and development of new projects, which 
may involve research initiatives and extension activities 
with society. The theme is in evidence in the social/
political process and researchers are important agents 
to generate new possibilities to analyze and understand 
the role of the public budget in society. The “modern” 
budgetary dynamics currently used reflect ancient 
practices that undermine the scope of planning, meeting 
the demands of the population and social control. It is 
by understanding the budget practice and its impacts on 
the environment in which it operates that changes can be 
proposed. An important kick in this direction is to (re)think 
the role assigned to the public budget and accounting. 
Let's move in that direction!

References
Abranches, S. H. H. (1988). Presidencialismo de coalizão: 
o dilema institucional brasileiro. DADOS – Revista de 
Ciências Sociais, 31(1), 5-34.

Abranches, S. H. H. (2021). Presidencialismo de coalizão 
em transe e crise democrática no Brasil. Revista Euro 
Latinoamericana de Análisis Social y Político, 2(3), 67-79.

Alesina, A. F., & Perotti, R. (1999). Budget déficits and 
budget institutions. In: Fiscal Institutions and Fiscal 
Performances, 13-36. 

Araújo, F. C., & Loureiro, M. R. (2005). Por uma 
metodologia pluridimensional de avaliação da LRF. Revista 
de Administração Pública, 39(6), 1231-1252.

Azevedo, R. R., & Lino, A. F. (2018). O distanciamento 
entre as normas de auditoria e as práticas nos Tribunais de 
Contas. Sociedade, Contabilidade e Gestão, 13(2), 9-27. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.21446/scg_ufrj.v13i2.13665.

Azevedo, R. R., Aquino, A. C. B., Lino, A. F., & Cavalmoretti, 
G. (2019). A precariedade do conteúdo informacional dos 
anexos de riscos fiscais de municípios brasileiros. Advances 
in Scientific and Applied Accounting, 12(2), 4-22. DOI: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.14392/asaa.2019120201.

Azevedo, R. R., Cardoso, R. L., Cunha, A. S. M., & 



27

ASAA

Bartoluzzio, A. I. S. de Sá; Cruz, C. F. da; Dias, L. N. da S.; Diniz, J. A.; Sauerbronn, F. F.

A Polyphonic Debate on the “Modern” Public Budget in Brazil and its Implications for Accounting ASAA

Wampler, B. (2022a). O orçamento participativo e a 
dinâmica orçamentária no setor público. Revista de 
Contabilidade & Organizações, 16, 1-14. DOI: http://
dx.doi.org/10.11606/issn.1982-6486.rco.2022.193141.

Azevedo, R. R., Cardoso, R. L., Cunha, A. S. M., & 
Wampler, B. (2022b). Efeitos políticos na descontinuidade 
do orçamento participativo em municípios. Revista de 
Administração Pública, 56(3), 349-372. DOI: http://dx.doi.
org/10.1590/0034-761220210368.

Baião, A. L., Couto, C. G., & Jucá, I. C. (2018). A 
execução das emendas orçamentárias individuais: papel 
de ministros, cargos de liderança e normas fiscais. Revista 
Brasileira de Ciência Política, 25, 47-86. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1590/0103-335220182502.

Bartoluzzio, A. I. S. S., & Anjos, L. C. M. (2020). Ciclos 
políticos e gestão fiscal nos municípios brasileiros. Revista 
de Administração Contemporânea, 24(2), 167-180. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1590/1982-7849rac2020190190. 

Bartoluzzio, A. I. S. S., Anjos, L. C. M., Santos, M. R. L., 
& Freire, R. S. (2019). Percepção dos cidadãos sobre os 
portais da transparência do governo estadual e das gestões 
municipais em Pernambuco. Revista da CGU, 11(18), 115-
133. 

Bartoluzzio, A. I. S. S., Coelho, R. P., & Anjos, L. C. M. 
(2019). Um convite à reflexão sobre a LRF e sua efetividade 
nos municípios brasileiros. Revista de Contabilidade e 
Gestão Contemporânea, 2(2), 24-38.

Bartoluzzio, A. I. S. S., Cruz, C. F., & Sauerbronn, F. F. 
(2023). Revisitando a teoria orçamentária clássica para a 
proposição de uma agenda de pesquisa sobre o orçamento 
público no Brasil. XXIII USP International Conference on 
Accounting, São Paulo: Brasil. 

Belote, G. S. (2022). Divergências normativas de múltiplos 
fóruns de accountability: estratégias contábeis e fiscais 
nas prestações de contas de municípios. Dissertação 
(Mestrado em Ciências Contábeis). Universidade Federal 
de Uberlândia, Uberlândia, Brasil. DOI: http://doi.
org/10.14393/ufu.di.2022.5035.

Bertholini, F., & Pereira, C. (2017). Pagando o preço de 
governar: custos de gerência de coalizão no presidencialismo 
brasileiro. Revista de Administração Pública, 51(4), 528- 
550. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1590/0034-7612154969.

Bozeman, B., & Straussman, J. (1982). Shrinking 

budgets and the shrinkage of budget theory. Public 
Administration Review, 42(6), 509-515. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.2307/976120.

Braga, R. J., & Guimarães, A. S. (2015). Um dilema em 
perspectiva: leituras e releituras do presidencialismo de 
coalizão. In. Sathler, A., & Braga, R. (Org.), Legislativo 
pós-1988: reflexões e perspectivas (pp. 47-84). Edições 
Câmara: Brasília.

Brasil. (1988). Constituição da República Federativa do 
Brasil, de 05 de outubro de 1988. Fonte: Planalto - Casa 
Civil. Disponível em: http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/
Constituicao/Constituicao.htm. Acesso em 7 junho 2023.

Brasil. (2000). Lei Complementar nº 101, de 4 de maio 
de 2000. Fonte: Planalto - Casa Civil. Disponível em: 
http://www.planalto.gov.br/CCIVIL/Leis/LCP/Lcp101.htm. 
Acesso em 7 junho 2023.

Brasil. Secretaria do Tesouro Nacional. (2022). Manual 
de demonstrativos fiscais: aplicado à União e aos Estados, 
Distrito Federal e Municípios. Brasília: Secretaria do 
Tesouro Nacional.

Carnegie, G. D. (2022). Accounting 101: redefining 
accounting for tomorrow. Accounting Education, 31(6), 
615-628. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/09639284.202
1.2014915.

Carnegie, G., Parker, L., & Tsahuridu. (2021). It’s 2020: 
what is accounting today? Australian Accounting Review, 
31(1), 65-73. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/auar.12325.

Chaisty, P., Cheeseman, N., & Power, T. (2012). Rethinking 
the ‘presidentialism debate’: conceptualizing coalitional 
politics in cross-regional perspective. Democratization, 
21(1), 72-94. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/13510347.
2012.710604.

Clegg, S. R. (1989). Radical revisions: power, discipline 
and organizations. Organization Studies, 10(1), 97- 115. 
Conti, J. M. (2022). A luta pelo direito financeiro. São 
Paulo: Blucher. 

Cruz, C. F., & Afonso, L. E. (2018). Gestão fiscal e pilares 
da Lei de Responsabilidade Fiscal: evidências em grandes 
municípios. Revista de Administração Pública, 52(1), 126–
148.

Cucciniello, M., Porumbescu, G. A., & Grimmelikhuijsen, 
S. (2017). 25 years of transparency research: evidence and 



28

ASAA

Bartoluzzio, A. I. S. de Sá; Cruz, C. F. da; Dias, L. N. da S.; Diniz, J. A.; Sauerbronn, F. F.

A Polyphonic Debate on the “Modern” Public Budget in Brazil and its Implications for Accounting ASAA

future directions. Public Administration Review, 77, 32-44. 
DOI: 10.1111/puar.12685.

Etzioni, A. (2014), The limits of transparency. Public 
Administration Review, 74, 687-688. DOI: 10.1111/
puar.12276.

Faria, R. (2023). O redesenho das instituições 
orçamentárias, a explosão das emendas de relator-geral 
RP-9 e o julgamento do orçamento secreto pelo STF 1. 
Revista Brasileira de Planejamento e Orçamento, 13, 1-24.

Faria, R. O. (2022). As emendas de relator-geral do 
PLOA nas normas regimentais do Congresso Nacional: 
gênese, configuração e evolução história. XI Prêmio SOF 
de Monografias (Inovação e Orçamento Público), 1-76.

Feld, L. P., & Matsusaka, J. G. (2003). Budget referendums 
and government spending: evidence from Swiss 
cantons. Journal of public Economics, 87(12), 2703-2724.

Ferry, L., & Eckersley, P. (2015). Accountability and 
transparency: a nuanced response to Etzioni. Public 
Administration Review, 75(1), 11. DOI: 10.1111/
puar.12303.

Figueiredo, A. C., & Limongi, F. (2008). Política 
orçamentária no presidencialismo de coalizão. Editora 
FGV: Rio de Janeiro.

Fonseca, R. C. S., Silva, P. B., Dias, L. N. S., & Neves, F. R. 
(2022). Dialogic accounting e redes sociais de governos 
como ferramenta de engajamento público em tempos de 
crise. XVI Congresso AnpCont, Paraná: Brasil.

Frederickson, H. G., Smith, K. B., Larimer, C. W., & Licari, 
M. J. (2012). The public administration theory primer (2a 
ed.). Boulder: Westview Press. 

Giacomoni, J. (2021). Orçamento público (18a ed.). Atlas: 
São Paulo.

Graton, L. H. T., Bonacim, C. A. G., & Sakurai, S. N. (2020). 
Práticas de barganha política por meio da execução 
orçamentária federal. Revista de Administração Pública, 
54(5), 1361- 1381. DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/0034-
761220190399.

Greggianin, E., & Silva, J. R. P. (2015). O orçamento 
impositivo das emendas individuais – disposições da 
emenda constitucional nº 86, de 2015, e da LDO 2015. 
Orçamento em Discussão, 16, 1-43.

Grossi, et al. (2023). The future of public sector accounting 
research: a polyphonic debate. Qualitative Research in 
Accounting & Management, 20(1), 1-37. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1108/QRAM-09-2022-0135. 

Hagen, T. P., & Vabo, S. I. (2005). Political characteristics, 
institutional procedures and fiscal performance: panel data 
analyses of Norwegian local governments, 1991–1998. 
Eutopean Journal of Political Research, 44(1), 43-64. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6765.2005.00218.x.

Hartung, P., Mendes,  M., & Giambiagi, F. (2022). As 
emendas de relator e as narrativas falaciosas. Conjuntura 
Econômica. Disponível em: https://ibre.fgv.br/sites/ibre.
fgv.br/files/arquivos/u65/12ce2022_macro_hartung.pdf. 
Acesso em 7 junho 2023.

Hartung, P., Mendes, M., & Giambiagi, F. (2021). As 
emendas parlamentares como novo mecanismo de 
captura do orçamento. Revista Conjuntura Econômica, 
75(9), 20-22. 

Kahneman, D. (2011). Thinking, fast and slow. Macmillan.

LeLoup L. T. (1988). From microbudgeting to 
macrobudgeting: evolution in theory and practice. In 
Rubin, I. (Org.). New directions in budget theory (pp. 19-
42). State University of New York Press: Albany. 

LeLoup, L. T. (2002). Budget theory for a new century. In 
Khan, A., & Hildreth, W. B. (Org.). Budget theory in the 
public sector (pp. 1-21). Quorum Books: London. 

Limongi, F. (2019). Presidencialismo do desleixo: o modo 
Bolsonaro de governar. Revista Piauí. Disponível em: 
https://piaui.folha.uol.com.br/materia/presidencialismo-
do-desleixo/. Acesso em 16 abril 2023.

Lochagin, G. L. (2016). A execução do orçamento público: 
flexibilidade e orçamento impositivo. São Paulo: Blucher.

Louzano, J. P. O., Tavares, B., Costa, T. M. T., & Faria, E. R. D. 
(2018). Accountability dos regimes próprios de previdência 
dos servidores públicos municipais em Minas Gerais. 
Sociedade, Contabilidade e Gestão, 13(2), 109-122. DOI: 
http://doi.org/10.21446/scg_ufrj.v13i2.14118.

Lynch, D., & Cruise, P. (2006) Handbook of organizational 
theory and management: the philosophical approach (2a 
ed.). Boca Tapn: CRC Press. 

Mendes, M. (2022). Emendas parlamentares e controle do 

https://doi.org/10.1111/puar.12685
https://doi.org/10.1111/puar.12276
https://doi.org/10.1111/puar.12276


29

ASAA

Bartoluzzio, A. I. S. de Sá; Cruz, C. F. da; Dias, L. N. da S.; Diniz, J. A.; Sauerbronn, F. F.

A Polyphonic Debate on the “Modern” Public Budget in Brazil and its Implications for Accounting ASAA

orçamento pelo legislativo: uma comparação do Brasil com 
países da OCDE. Millenium Papers n. 8. Disponível em: 
https://milleniumpapers.institutomillenium.org.br/paper/
millenium-paper-emendas-parlamentares-e-controle-do-
orcamento-pelo-legislativo.pdf. Acesso em 7 junho 2023.

Menezes, D. C., & Pederiva, J. H. (2015). Orçamento 
impositivo: elementos para discussão. Administração 
Pública e Gestão Social, 7(4), 178-186. DOI: http://dx.doi.
org/10.21118/apgs.v7i4.749.

Nascimento, J. P. B., Campos, C. L. O., & Sauerbronn, F. F. 
(2022). Contabilidade, prática social e discurso político na 
prestação de contas de 2014 do Governo Federal. XXII USP 
International Conference in Accounting, São Paulo: Brasil.

Nunes, S. P. P. N., Marcelino, G. F., & Silva, C. A. T. 
(2019). Os Tribunais de Contas na interpretação da Lei 
de Responsabilidade Fiscal. Revista de Contabilidade 
e Organizações, 13, e145151. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.11606/issn.1982-6486.rco.2019.145151.

Oliveira, C. (2020). Proposed solutions to citizen 
engagement in virtual environments of social participation: 
a systematic review. International Journal of Electronic 
Governance, 12(1), 76-91.

Parvin, P. (2018). Democracy without participation: a new 
politics for a disengaged era. Res Publica, 24, 31–52. DOI: 
10.1007/s11158-017-9382-1.

Piola, S. F., & Vieira,  F. S. (2019). As emendas parlamentares 
e a alocação de recursos federais no Sistema Único de 
Saúde. Texto para discussão nº 2497. Instituto de Pesquisa 
Econômica Aplicada. Disponível em: https://repositorio.
ipea.gov.br/handle/11058/9354. Acesso em 7 junho 
2023.

Portal G1. (2022). Saiba quem são os envolvidos na 
operação que investiga suposto esquema de desvio 
de verbas do orçamento secreto no Maranhão. 
Portal G1. https://g1.globo.com/ma/maranhao/
noticia/2022/10/15/saiba-quem-sao-os-envolvidos-na-
operacao-que-investiga-suposto-esquema-de-desvio-de-
verbas-do-orcamento-secreto-no-maranhao.ghtml.

Portal o Globo. (2022). ‘Propina em bíblia’ e lobby 
de pastores: entenda o esquema investigado pela PF. 
Portal o Globo. https://oglobo.globo.com/politica/
noticia/2022/06/propina-em-biblia-e-lobby-de-pastores-
entenda-o-esquema-investigado-pela-pf.ghtml.

Portal Terra. (2023). Ministro admite uso do orçamento 
secreto e relação com empresário. Portal Terra. https://
www.terra.com.br/noticias/brasil/politica/ministro-admite-
uso-do-orcamento-secreto-e-relacao-com-empresario,d8
07f0644842696ebd0b1410d2c6e4ae2k0ctz9w.html.

Power, T. J. (2015). Presidencialismo de coalizão e design 
institucional no Brasil: o que sabemos até agora? In. 
Sathler, A., & Braga, R. (Org.). Legislativo pós-1988: 
reflexões e perspectivas (pp. 15-46). Edições Câmara: 
Brasília.

Praça, S. (2011). Corrupção e reforma institucional no 
Brasil, 1998-2008. Opinião Pública, 17(1), 137-162. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0104-62762011000100005.

Praça, S. (2015). Delegation, agenda control, and budget 
reform in Brazil, 1999-2008. Latin America Research 
Review, 50(3), 92-110. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1353/
lar.2015.0034.

Precinotto, A., Aquino, A. C. B. D., & Dias, L. N. D. S. 
(2022). Paradoxos na divulgação de salários de servidores 
em municípios. Revista de Administração Pública, 56(1), 
191-207. DOI: 10.1590/0034-761220200881.

Raile, E. D., Pereira, C., & Power, J. T. (2011). The executive 
toolbox: building legislative support in a multiparty 
presidential regime. Political Research Quarterly, 64(2), 
323- 334.

Rubin, I. S. (1988). Introduction. In Rubin, I. (Org.). New 
directions in budget theory (pp. 1- 18). State University of 
New York Press: Albany.

Rubin, I. S. (1990). The politics of public budgeting: getting 
and spending, borrowing and balancing. New Jersey: 
Chatham House Publishers.

Rubin, I. S. (1997). Budgeting: theory and concepts. In 
Golembiewski, R. T., & Rabin, J. (Org.). Public budgeting 
and finance (pp. 185-202). Marcel Dekker: United States.

Rubin, I. S. (2015). Past and future budget classics: a 
research agenda. Public Administration Review, 75(1), 25-
35. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/puar.12289.

Santos, A. L. (2016). O caráter da lei orçamentária anual 
e suas implicações no equilíbrio de forças entre os poderes 
executivo e legislativo. Orçamento em Discussão, 23, 1-70.



30

ASAA

Bartoluzzio, A. I. S. de Sá; Cruz, C. F. da; Dias, L. N. da S.; Diniz, J. A.; Sauerbronn, F. F.

A Polyphonic Debate on the “Modern” Public Budget in Brazil and its Implications for Accounting ASAA

Santos, N. C. B., & Gasparini, C. E. (2020). Orçamento 
impositivo e relação entre poderes no Brasil. Revista 
Brasileira de Ciência Política, 31, 339-396.  

Senado Federal. (2022). Congresso aprova LDO sem 
emendas impositivas de relator. Senado Notícias. https://
www12.senado.leg.br/noticias/materias/2022/07/12/
congresso-aprova-ldo-sem-emendas-impositivas-de-
relator. 

Timm, L. L. (2023). Alocação do gasto público via 
Poder Legislativo: a visão do TCU sobre as emendas 

parlamentares. Monografia (Especialização em Avaliação 
de Políticas Públicas) – ISC/TCU, Brasília. 

Wildavsky, A. (1961). The political implications of budget 
reform. Public Administration Review, 21(4), 183-190. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/973628.

Wildavsky, A. (1964). The politics of the budgetary process. 
Canada: Little, Brown & Company.

Wildavsky, A., & Caiden, N. (1997). The new politics of the 
budgetary process (3a ed). United States: Longman.


